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NATIONWIDE PROGRAM 
TO ABOLISH FREEDOM 


It is not news that the House Committee on Un-American Activities is under attack. However, it is 
news that the Communists have formed a committee for national agitation against the H.C.U.A. and 
should be cause for grave concern among patriotic Americans everywhere. 


To many misguided and uninformed people, the House Committee on Un-American Activities 
is engaged only in witch-hunting designed to harass innocent people. Were this the case, we can be sure 
their activities would be completely overlooked by the Communist Party. Increased activities against this 
House Committee by Communists give ample evidence that the Committee is serving a worthwhile pur- 
pose and that, in truth, it is a detriment to the Communist cause. 


TARGET DATE SET 


Fulton Lewis Jr.’s Capital Report of October 27, 1960, in the New York Daily Mirror, said, 
. . . the National Committee to Abolish the Un-American Activities Committee was recently created 
to ‘promote public education, leading to political action, to rid the country of the witch-hunting com- 
mittee.’ A major target date of the group is Jan. 4, 1961, when Rep. James Roosevelt will move to 
rescind the House of Representatives mandate authorizing formation of the Committee. Leaders of the 
Emergency Civil Liberties Committee, an officially cited Communist front also working for abolition, have 
been assured of Roosevelt’s cooperation in the drive.” 


The Worker, October 16, 1960, under the bold heading, “Map Fight On Witchhunters,” carried 
this article: “The National Committee to Abolish The House Un-American Activities Committee mapped 
plans last Tuesday for nationwide actions. Thirty-four members of the committee, which is headed by 
Aubrey Williams, met at the Taft Hotel. Among those at the meeting were such victims of the House 
Un-Americans as Harvey O’Connor, Corliss Lamont, Pete Seeger, Rev. William Melish, Florence Lus- 
comb, Otto Nathan, Russ Nixon and Frank Wilkinson.” 


A SORDID CREW 


A look into the lurid background of just a few of those will give us ample reason to fear the 
actions of this motley crew. Harvey O’Connor: Now awaiting trial for contempt of congress for refus- 
ing to answer questions about his Communist Party activities. Identified as a Communist by Ben Gitlow 


ee 





(a former party member) in sworn testimony. Rev. 
William Melish: Has been identified in sworn testi- 
mony by Louis Budenz as a member of the Communist 
Party; won the International Peace Prize (formerly 
Stalin Peace Prize) in 1956. Though Melish denied 
his Party affiliation, the Subversive Activities Control 
Board ruled that the conclusion was “inescapable” that 
he was a Red. Florence Luscomb: Long active in the 
Communist Party, she was identified by a former F.B.I. 
undercover agent as a Communist. 


Otto Nathan: Has been charged by the State De- 
partment of close collaboration with Communists and 
with “consistent and prolonged adherance to the Com- 
munist Party line.” He was also denied a passport in 
1955 because of his alleged membership in the Ger- 
man Communist Party. Russ Nixon: Identified by five 
former Communists as a member of the Party. Frank 
Wilkinson: Identified under oath as a Communist 
agent, Wilkinson has never denied it. Active in the 
San Francisco riots against the House Committee on 
Un-American Activities. Field representative of the 
newly formed National Committee to Abolish the 
H.C.U.A. Convicted of contempt of Congress in 1958. 


It is interesting that this group of subversives will 
reconvene in Washington on January 3, 1961 in light 
of the fact that James Roosevelt will move to rescind 
the mandate authorizing the committee on Jan. 4, 1961. 
During the last session of Congress, Representative 


Roosevelt delivered a vicious attack on the H.C.U.A. 
using the typical Communist smear terms in describing 
the Committee. 


INTERESTING BEDFELLOWS 

Headquarters for the newly formed National Com- 
mittee to Abolish the Un-American Activities Commit- 
tee is the same as that of the Citizens Committee to 
Preserve American Freedoms. J. Edgar Hoover, head 
of the F.B.I., identified the C.C.P.A.F. as “under the 
control of the Communist Party.” In its report, “Oper- 
ation Abolition,’ the H.C.U.A. indicated that the 
C.C.P.A.F. is the “major adjunct of the Emergency Civil 
Liberties Committee in the California area.” According 
to the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, the 
Emergency Civil Liberties Committee forms the base 
of a newly organized Communist “campaign to cripple 
the anti-subversive programs of Congress, to shackle or 
abolish the Committee on Un-American Activities and 
to discredit J. Edgar Hoover and the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation.” 


ARIZONA FIGHTS BACK 

Effects of this concerted effort, on the grass roots 
level, were felt recently in Arizona. The admirable 
way in which patriotic citizens waged their battle against 
these subversive forces there, should be emulated across 
the nation. 
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On October 15, 1960, the Arizona Civil Liberties 
Union held a meeting in Phoenix. Three topics on 
the agenda were: (1) Fighting birth control, (2) 
Celebrating their victory in the “peyote” case and (3) 
How to fight the film “Operation Abolition.” 


Topic three had reference to a news film produced 
by the Members of the House Committee on Un- 
American Activities recording the Communist led stu- 
dent riots against the H.C.U.A. hearings in San Fran- 
cisco last May. “Operation Abolition” (the film) is a 
great detriment to the Communists because it clearly 
shows their defiance of law and order and further 
indicates their power to agitate and incite thousands of 
innocent dupes to riot against Constitutional and gov- 
ernmental authority. Without question, the film is a 
potent weapon against their lying propaganda. 


Within 40 days, more than 3900 Arizonans viewed 
“Operation Abolition” in private showings (grammar 
and high schools, universities, civic organizations and 
in towns outside Phoenix). Thousands more were 
reached through two T.V. showings of the film. 


This prompt and aggressive action by the Arizona 
patriots stirred up the Arizona Civil Liberties Union 
and put them on the defensive. According to Christian 
Crusade’s Phoenix informant, the Arizona C.L.U. has 
notified the American C.L.U. about the action against 
them there. Both the American and the Arizona 
C.L.U.’s are of the opinion that Arizona is being used 
as a testing ground prior to blanketing the nation with 
the “Operation Abolition” film. 


The Arizona C.L.U. is fearful of the film being 
shown in the schools but hesitates to make a formal 
complaint since their own films are shown in the 
schools. Thus, their objection would be against their 
own principles of fighting for freedom of speech. The 
T.V. showings of “Operation Abolition” were investi- 
gated by the A.C.L.U., but nothing could legally be 
done to stop these showings. 


The National Civil Liberties Union then suggested 
that they would help financially to prepare a fil 
counter-acting “Operation Abolition.” Approximate 
cost of such a film: $5,000.00. They also pledged 
financial help in running their film (when produced) 
on another T.V. station. Because so many people sav 
“Operation Abolition,” it is almost impossible for the 
Arizona C.L.U. to openly attack the H.C.U.A. without 
casting a bad light on themselves. 


With help from the National C.L.U., the Arizona 
C.L.U. is planning to print 10,000 pamplets explaining 
their stand against the film and the H.C.U.A. Thus 
what started out to be routine business for subversive 
elements. turned into an all-out battle when freedom 
loving citizens fought back. 

(Continued on Page 7) 
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Major General C. A. Willoughby, U.S.A. Ret. Washington Representative for 
Christian Crusade; Chief of Intelligence for Gen. Douglas MacArthur, 1939-51; 
Attache American Embassies in Venezuela, Colombia and Ecuador; writer, 


lecturer, publisher. 


THE KREMLIN AT YOUR DOORSTEPS 


1. Prague Pravda, and Latin America. 

The American public should be the best informed 
in the world. It has a Press second to none and world 
intelligence is available in minute accuracy. This public, 
unfortunately, has no historical memory and an almost 
juvenile dependence on pre-digested interpretations, 
often by leftist commentators—the 20th Century 
“prophets.” 


They are slow to recognize trends. They cannot 
hear the metallic tread of danger. They walk blithely 
on the brink of disaster. Until quite recently, they have 
been indifferent to the Red menace, the corrosive 
poison of International Communism. Now, suddenly, 
this menace has come close to our doorsteps; to Cuba, 
to Florida and its adjacent waters. 


With Machiavellian brilliancy, the foreign policies 
of Soviet Russia have succeeded in getting American 
interests focused on remote areas, distracting incidents 
and expensive global adventures extending from the 
Yalu to the Acropolis. In the meantime, the Russian 
planners have quietly worked on Latin America. The 
pattern of conquest is slowly crystalizing: Latin Amer- 
ica occupies the same place, in calculated subversive 
Russian priorities, that China held 30/40 years ago. 


The official Soviet organ “Pravda,” bellweather of 
the Kremlin, sometimes reveals Russian diplomatic 
trends. Over the years, his paper has given more and 
more space to Latin American affairs based on intimate 
sources of information evidently coming in through 
local red cells. It is well known that hte Communists 
have established special schools for subversion in 
Prague, with academic departments staffed with Red 
Spanish and South American professors. Like our own 
American agitators, who make the pilgrimage to the 
University of Lenin in Moscow, the Latin American 
Commies have done their post-graduate work in Prague. 


2. Spain to Guatemala: The Red Pattern. 

In the Moscow Congress of October 1952, a plan 
for “Operation Latin America” was revealed as a “cal- 
culated indiscretion.” It was announced as a principle 
that “the Communist way in Latin America is the 
Guatemalan way.” The key note was the methodical 
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development of “national fronts,” i.e. a combination of 
disgruntled politicians, organized radical labor, and 
the exploitation of economic distress supported by 
diplomatic intrigue and heavy armaments for pro- 
Communist governments. 


The fall of Ubico and the advent of Arbenz, a 
Communist stooge, brought the “pattern” out into the 
open in Guatemala. This is an old story (1954) but 
worth remembering. The Guatemalan Army was 
pushed to a figure of 22,000 against some 2,500 in 
Honduras and slightly more than 3,000 on active duty 
in Nicaragua. Over 2,000 tons of arms were secretly 
shipped from Communist Poland to a Guatemalan 
port. Nicaragua discovered an arms cache of Soviet 
origin with deliveries traceable to Guatemala. British 
Honduras found Guatemalan agitators meddling in 
local elections. The Honduran ports were paralyzed 
by organized strikes. Guatemalan Consular officials 
were implicated and it required Army action to restore 
order. The “Guatemalan pattern” is actually the Soviet 
mechanism of infiltration and armed subversion that 
was first used, on an effective scale, in the Spanish 
Civil war (1936-1939). It has since been used in an 
identical manner in Greece, IndoChina, China and 
Korea. It is as old as the British-Roman principle of 
“divid et impera,” with a notable difference in that the 
Russians find local Communist elements able and 
willing to act as the catalyst for revolution. 


Arbenz fortunately failed. In a rare moment of 
energy and decision, the State Department authorized 
immediate air-shipment of arms to Honduras and 
Nicaragua. In the inter-American Conference in Ca- 
racas, the U.S. was fairly successful in crystallizing an 
anti-Communist declaration. The economic picture, un- 
fortunately, operates against the United States (See 
Map: U.S. Aid — Monroe Doctrine). Our Latin friends 
will never understand why Foreign Aid flows in fan- 
tastic amounts into Europe instead of South America, 
in objectionable channels like Yugoslavia, or hostile 
“neutralists” like India. 


There are other areas of friction. It should be 
noted that the Cuba of Batista (dispossessed by the 
State Department which backed Fidel Castro!) has 
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never wavered in a firm anti-Communist policy (nor 
has Trujillo, now under pressure by the O.A.S.—a 
United Nations stooge). It was no accident that one 
of the strongest voices against the Soviets in the United 
Nations was that of permanent Cuban delegate 
Dr. Emilio Nunez Portuondo. That clarion voice rang 
clear in the confusion of the United Nations vis-a-vis 
the rape of Hungary. We may as well accept the fact 
that the shrinking votes for the Western World (i.e. 
the United States) in that hybrid body depend heavily 
on the good-will of Latin-America. 





U.S. AID 
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MONROE DOCTRINE 


The Monroe Doctrine was set forth by President James Monroe 
in 1923 in response to European threats against former Spanish 
colonies. Following are excerpts from Monroe’s message stating 
the doctrine: 


“# * %* The American continents * * * are henceforth not to be 
considered as subjects for future colonization by any European 
power. * * * It is only when our rights are invaded or seriously 
menaced that we resent injuries or make preparations for our 
defense. * * * We owe it, therefore, to candor, and to the amicable 
relations existing between the United States and those powers, to 
declare that we should consider any attempt on their part to 
extend their system to any portion of this hemisphere as dangerous 
to our peace and safety.” 


Rep. Daniel J. Flood (D. Penna.) and Craig Hosmer (R. Cal.), 
United States Congress, have filed Resolutions to invoke the 
application of the Monroe Doctrine against Cuba on the grounds 
that the action of the O.A.S. was weak and inadequate, in the 
premises. 


The Russians understand this perfectly. Hence, 
they aim at disrupting the united front of the Ameri- 
cans. In the accomplishment of this task, one of the 
means at their disposal is a leftist, so-called, “liberal” 
Press, and their persistent attacks on the strong Latin 
American Governments that are still on our side. They 
criticize “Dictatorships” per se as a moral issue without 
recognizing the need for law and order. Their princi- 
pal targets, naturally, were Venezuela, Cuba, the Do- 
minican Republic and the Central American States. 


The Russian motivation is purely military. These 
countries are within 500/1000 miles of the Panama 
Canal, ie., easy ranges for even obsolete aircraft and 
intermediate nuclear rockets. This will be “Russia at 
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your doorsteps” unless strong, pro-American, anti-Com- 
munist Governments are kept in power to prevent it. 


3. Red Military Objectives: Target Panama. 

In the process of infiltration, in the application of 
the Guatemalan pattern or the barbarous techniques 
employed in the Spanish Civil War and in Hungary, 
the ultimate Red target is military conquest — the forc- 
ible establishment of Communist Governments — 
wholly subservient to Russian global objectives. 


The Russian General Staff is accustomed to long- 
range planning. Mongoloid-Panslavian has an attri- 
bute of purely oriental patience. In a secret conference 
of the Communist Parties of Latin America, the Russian 
arch-plotter Manuilsky proposed the transformation of 
North-Eastern Brazil, at the mouth of the Amazon, into 
a kind of Latin-American Vietminh. 


The Russian objectives are essentially military but 
the skillfully mounted Guatemalan coup, though de- 
feated in the end, indicates that their interest has shifted 
to Central America and the “Caribbean Barrier.” 


In the event of war, it is a foregone conclusion that 
the Panama Canal will become a prime Red target. 
In time of peace, the general plans for the subversion 
of Latin-America proceed relentlessly: Guatemala and 
Guiana are recent proof. Note that Guatemala is 
within 300/400 miles of the Canal while British 
Guiana is about 600 miles distant. These are easy flight 
ranges for even obsolete bombers. They are also suit- 
able distances for medium-range nuclear rockets and 
missiles. 


4. Geopolitics of the Caribbean Barrier. 


The Caribbean coastline with thousands of small 
islands, coves and inlets, was used in World War 2. 
The establishment of secret bases or rocket sites is en- 
tirely feasible today, provided the local Governments 
permit it or connive in the undertaking. 


Consequently, Russia aims at the establishment of 
Communist Governments in the area and as a corollary 
was active in undermining existing pro-American Gov- 
ernments in Central America, Cuba, the Dominican 
Republic and Venezuela. These have always been 
singled out as perennial “whipping boys” of leftist “lib- 
erals” and fellow travelling writers who openly or un- 
wittingly follow the “Communist line.” These coun- 
tries occupy the “Caribbean Barrier” that forms a stra- 
tegic semi-circle shielding the Panama Canal. 


Aerial and Coastal surveillance based on Cuba, the 
Dominican Republic and Venezuela in the hands of 
pro-American Governments effectively control the ap- 
proaches to the Panama Canal by sea and air, while 
Honduras, Nicaragua, Costa Rica and Columbia prevent 
access by land. By every concept of strategy, including 
the latest weapons and future nuclear developments, 
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the Caribbean area is one of the most sensitive for 
inter-American defense. 


It is essential that the Governments that hold the 
Caribbean Barrier, remain permanently anti-Commun- 
ist and firmly pro-American. In their present state of 
social development, easy-going Western parliamentary 
systems, based on tradition, wealth and established eco- 
nomics, are neither applicable nor effective. It is an 
historical fact, that the price of law and order in Latin 
America has often been some form of enlightened dic- 
tatorship. “Cesarismo Democratico” is an evolutionary 
political phenomenon that was accepted in South Amer- 
ica. It happens also to be the title of a brilliant book 
by Laureano Valenilla Lanz (1923), a notable Vene- 
zuelan writer and politician, in a thesis that was entire- 
ly intelligible to his generation. While the concept 
may not fit Cook County, IIl., the “Democratic” domain 
of the late Mr. Hague, or the current “social” climate 
of the Kohler plants in Wisconsin, our “liberal” busy- 
bodies could profit from reading Valenilla Lanz’s 
devastating essay as it reflects an historical Latin-Ameri- 
can point of view. Governments in the Equatorial belt, 
(as in Wisconsin), are largely a matter of practical 
politics. The real test lies in the resulting benefits to 
the nation, the raising of living standards, the liquida- 
tion of national debts, freedom from suicidal taxation, 
the suppression of guerillas, macheteros and conspira- 
tors. 


As a corollary, the pro-American Governments of 
the Caribbean Barrier were entitled to friendly and 
tactful consideration. The constant irritant of our 
Fabian-Socialist coteries and leftist commentators plays 
directly into the murderous, crimson hands of Russia. 
We are reminded that, once upon a time, we sent U.S. 
Marines into Nicaragua, Haiti and St. Domingo. Now 
these Governments police themselves. When the strong 
men of the Caribbean fall, the Red menace will indeed 
be at our doorstep and creeping through the back door 
it will liquidate the legacy of Bolivar and Washington. 
It has recently happened in Cuba, with the fall of 
Batista and the advent of Castro. 

(Continued Next Week) 





WEST GERMANY: ADENAUER AND STRAUSS 


This article, appearing in the November 11, 1960 
issue of the WEEKLY CRUSADER, was accredited to 
Mr. Brada erroneously, as the author. The article 
was written by Generl C. A. Willoughby, our Foreign 
Affairs editor, under his by-line: F.1.D. It was based 
on research of many sources in view of the great 
importance attached by the author to the German 
Minister of Defense. The Brada footnote pertains 
to the article “Menticide” appearing in the monthly 
issue of the CHRISTIAN CRUSADE MAGAZINE. 
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The Ugly American Revisited 


A recent best-seller entitled “The Ugly American” 
could be considered a general indictment of policies and 
personnel of the United States Foreign Aid Agencies. 
It featured, however, a disarming character, a modest 
homespun American engineer (he is the ugly American) 
who accomplished a great deal on the native grass-roots 
level. In many ways this controversial book resembled 
Castle’s equally controversial “Blunder, Billions and 
Baloney,” the former with a touch of the “novel,” the 
latter more a statistical analysis of a trained business 
mind. 


There is an interesting experiment in the foreign 
field, in Japan, that seems to successfully apply the 
grass-roots techniques of the “ugly American,” without 
foreign Aid, and in governmental channels is largely 
self supporting. I personally know the dynamic per- 
sonality who conceived and developed this highly meri- 
torious enterprise: Colonel Paul Rush, who was a 
member of my staff —G-2 MacArthur’s Headquarters 
in Tokyo, and I feel strongly that the methods employed 
here represent the correct local solution to the vexing, 
wasteful and controversial “foreign aid” in its many 
chameleon-like forms within the gigantic Washington 
bureaucracy. Seldom have so few accomplished so 
much! Here is their story: 


Birth of the “Keep” Idea: In mid-summer of ’48, 
a few brave souls set out to pioneer a better way of life 
for half a nation. Today, less than twelve years later, 
that effort is known the world over . . . and has proved 
a most effective demonstration of Christian Democracy 
at work. 


It was in the spring of 1948 that Paul Rusch (long- 
time teacher at St. Paul’s University, Tokyo, and God- 
father to some 600 of his former students) conceived 
the idea of a “grass-roots” program built around food, 
health, faith and hope for youth. 


Japan at the time was in a chaotic condition and 
the forces of Communism, then as now, were attempt- 
ing to make the most of it. People were hungry — and 
many still are, as new food sources are desperately 
needed. Spiritually, too, the nation was destitute fol- 
lowing the Emperor’s declaration that he was not a god. 


To reach the entire nation, Doctor Rusch and his 
associates decided to “do something” for the impover- 
ished millions “on the land.” They planned a model 
community, a teaching center, where under Christian 
leaders a new way of life might be demonstrated and 
new sources of food developed for an anxious people. 


“Keep” Takes Form: High on the slopes of Yatsu 
Mountain, 70 air miles west of Tokyo, is the small 
village of Kiyosato, heart of a typical highland farming 
area. Here, near a Youth Camp built in 1938, the new 
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project was started. It began with the building of a 
church, the “meeting house.” Much of the money for 
this came from members of the Armed Forces and the 
Japanese themselves. 


“Keep” Grows: Taking leave of his G-2 duties at 
General Headquarters in Japan, Colonel Rusch came 
to America in 1949 to secure support for the Kiyosato 
program. The following summer, the Rural Clinic was 
built in collaboration with St. Luke’s International Hos- 
pital in Tokyo, which organization co-operates in staff- 
ing this phase of the program. 


The Men Behind “Keep”: Initially sponsored by 
the Brotherhood of St. Andrew (a laymen’s organiza- 
tion affiliated with the Japanese Anglican Church), 
KEEP holds a Japanese Government Charter as a non- 
profit educational institution. Its directors are promi- 
nent Japanese businessmen, educators and medical lead- 
ers, all native Japanese except Dr. Rusch. 

Financial Support: KEEP in 1959 was 60% self 
supporting. Other operating funds and capital gifts 
came from men and women of good will in Japan, 
America, Canada, and New Zealand. Organized under 
the laws of Illinois, the supporting American Commit- 
tee consists of 242 members operating through a 5-man 
board of directors and an Executive Planning Com- 
mittee. 

There is a growing body of public and official 
recognition of the merits of Colonel Rusch’s “experi- 
ment.” They range from the Japanese Emperor to the 
World Bank, from the Congressional Record to the 
Readers Digest, viz: 

“Dr. Paul Rusch’s work is unique in that it demon- 
strates so dramatically what can be done with faith and 
a shoestring to help a people help themselves . . . I 
know few, if any, places where Americans can invest 
their dollars with greater long range benefit to more 
people.” Walter H. Judd, Congressman from Minne- 
sota, Congressional Record. 

“KEEP deserves all the help it gets . . . 40,000 
acres of such land can be brought into cultivation.” 
Prof. E. DeVries, Land Reclamation Committee of the 
World Bank. 

“One of the most successful Christian efforts in 
this country . . . particularly impressed with the amount 
of educational work being done by KEEP . . . and the 
remarkable results obtained.” Wm. Frederick Bull, 
Canadian Ambassador to Japan. 

“, . . In recognition of your distinguished contri- 
bution to . . . the youth of Japan.” Citation of the 
Japanese Emperor, in awarding Paul Rusch highest 
honors conferred on any foreigner not in diplomatic 
Service. 

“Your untiring efforts have not only opened up 
vast areas of highlands in Yamanashi Prefecture, but 

. . contributed immensely to the welfare of farming 
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people in villages around your project.” Ichiro Kono, 
Japan Minister of Agriculture & Forestry. 

“The previous seed of democracy planted and wa- 
tered by (KEEP) has grown into a big tree already 
bearing fruit. We hope the tree will continue to grow 
. . . $0 many people can see this work of democracy 
based on Christianity!” Hisashi Amano, Governor of 
Yamanashi Prefecture (Where KEEP is located). 

“You will see by the record the great potentiality 
of the Brotherhood of St. Andrew (KEEP’s sponsor ) 
as a vital force in the re-orientation of Japan.” Gen. 
Douglas MacArthur. 

“Significant is the fact that the fourth annual KEEP 
county fair found the local villagers gradually taking 
the initiative in its organization, promotion and opera- 
tion.” The Japan Times (August 15, 1957). 

“... the children are taller, their teeth finer, their 
health better than their parents . . . accomplished with- 
out one cent expense to Japanese or American tax- 
payers.” Authors of Ugly American, Life Magazine 
(December 7, 1959). 


This is KEEP today 
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NATIONWIDE PROGRAM 


(Continued from Page 2) 


In Arizona, an aroused, hard-working citizenry has 
proved once again that the barrier of Red propaganda 
can be broken. It was done with no money, no com- 
mittee and no organization. As always, John Doe citi- 
zen has been the dominant force. What was ac- 
complished in Arizona can be duplicated across our 
nation. But it must be done soon! If your church, 
school, civic group or club has not yet seen “Operation 
Abolition,” secure a print now. (Several prints are 
available from Christian Crusade at a modest rental fee 
of $15.00 per showing.) 


WHAT WE’RE UP AGAINST 


In 1959, former President Harry S. Truman said, 
“The Un-American Activities Committee is the most 
un-American thing in the country today. Ridicule is 
the best way to handle these demogogs who misrepre- 
sent. When you stick a pin in a stuffed shirt and let 
the air out, he’s through.” When Truman was invited 
to come before the Committee with a bill of particulars, 
he backtracked. 

On December 15, 1959, Senator Stephen Young of 
Ohio addressed a dinner of the Emergency Civil Liber- 
ties Union. He called the H.C.U.A. “self-proclaimed 
patriots” and “loud mouthed publicity seeking profes- 
sional veterans.” Replying to the attack, Ohio Congress- 
man Gordon Sherer, a member of the H.C.U.A. said, 


“Tt is significant that Senator Young, in his attack upon 
me, used almost the identical language that has been 
used by the (Emergency Civil Liberties Committee), 
the Communist “Worker” and the Communists that 
have appeared before our Committee.” 


NO SUNDAY SCHOOL PICNIC 


Congressman Sherer sounded the warning for all 
of us in his reply to James Roosevelt’s attacks upon 
the Committee. He said, “. . . I think the time has 
come for . . . the people of this country to appreciate 
the fact that, in this fight with the Communists, we 
are not playing games at a Sunday School picnic, that 
this is a war, a war for keeps, and that the enemy is 
the most diabolical force on the face of the earth. 
When I say that, I want to emphasize the fact that it is 
true of the Communists in this country as well as of 
those abroad— in the Soviet Union, Hungary, Red 
China, or any other Red-ruled nation. The Commun- 
ists are the same breed of men and women, and it is 
time we stopped thinking of them as mere ‘dissidents’ 
or ‘extremists.’” 

The WEEKLY CRUSADER urges every reader to 
write his Representative and urge the continued and 
enlarged investigating authority of the House Commit- 
tee on Un-American Activities. Now is the time to 


make the important work of this valuable Committee 
known, && 


The WEEKLY CRUSADER 


HOW SOON A COMMUNIST-LED 
POLITICAL PARTY? 


The September, 1959 issue of Political Affairs, 
Page 37, said, “The 1960 presidential elections can be 
an important stage in the struggle for peace and prog- 
ress.” (By peace they mean, of course, the absence of 
war with the Kremlin and by progress they mean the 
advance of Communism within our nation. ) 


Then the article went on to ask a number of perti- 
nent questions relating to the election. One question 
was, “Will labor and the democratic forces be able to 
influence the outcome of these elections in a progres- 
sive direction?” Another, “Will they be able to help 
elect an administration responsive, in some respects at 
least, to the needs of the people and the supreme neces- 
sity of easing world tensions? It also asked, “Will they 
be able to accomplish these tasks even though there 
is no breakaway from the two-party system of Big Busi- 
ness? .. . Will they be able to strengthen their own 
political organization and independence? The answer 
is: Yes, all these things are possible.” 


As if to echo their convictions that “it could be 
done” the Nov. 13, 1960 Worker carried the headlines 
“Labor, Negro People’s Vote Defeated Nixon.” Though 
the Party was not strongly for Kennedy, they clearly 
preferred him over Nixon. 


THE ANSWER TO ALL THEIR QUESTIONS 


The Communist Party worked hard to end up with 
a ‘yes’ for the above questions in the election, and 
their ends were achieved, at least for now, with the 
ultimate outcome. Corliss Lamont, former leader of 
the national Progressive Party and of the American 
Labor Party in New York said in the October 30, issue 
of the Worker, “‘I have come to the conclusion that, 
from the progressive viewpoint, Kennedy would be a 
far safer and saner man to have in the White House 
than the unscrupulous and inherently reactionary Nix- 
on.’ 

“Lamont gives as his reasons for supporting Ken- 
nedy that the men around Kennedy are much more 
intelligent and liberal; Kennedy would have a better 
chance of negotiating with the U.S.S.R.; his position 
on China ‘is somewhat more enlightened;’ he ‘is a little 
better on Cuba;’ ‘his record and present position on 
civil liberties are considerably better;’ he is ‘further 
advanced than Nixon’ on progressive domestic legisla- 
tion.” Thus, by defeating Nixon, they elected, not 
exactly the man of their choice, but a man whom they 
feel is more favorably inclined toward their objectives. 
The issues of the election, though not clearly defined 
in the debates, will come into sharp focus as Com- 
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munists, front organizations, labor bosses and minority 
groups voice their demands to newly elected and re- 
elected politicians. 


WORK NOW WITHIN TWO PARTIES 

In a speech recorded in the Daily Worker, Feb. 
24, 1955, John T. McManus outlined several objec- 
tives for the Communist Party in relation to politics. 
It proposed several directions which would ultimately 
lead to “the building of a genuine third party move- 
ment.” It proposed: “to help develop the fight within 
the major parties, particularly the Democratic Party, 
for a progressive program and candidates . . . To take 
the lead in the agitation in the trade unions and the 
general community for the eventual formation of a 
labor-farmer party.” This same idea was expressed on 
page 30 of the January, 1959 Political Affairs. The 
article said, “The Left forces should propagate their 
progressive program and line in the old parties, with 
the stress on the one which currently contains the 
mass of the workers, and undertake to mobilize the 
workers and their allies in these parties for the even- 
tual formation of the Labor Party at an appropriate 
political time.” The article continued, “We must focus 
the attention of the masses on the eventual perspective 
of the Labor Party, as their next big step to a mass 
and class political organization, without rushing into 
premature, split movements.” 





SOLVE YOUR CHRISTMAS GIFT PROBLEM 
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On this same theme, the November 13, 1960 
Worker said, “The forces that ultimately will form a 
new party for labor, the negro people, the farmers and 
other anti-Big Business elements will come from among 
those who organized themselves into independent or- 
ganizations and movements, who carried on struggles, 
and in that way were able to influence considerably 
both the issues and the outcome of the elections. The 
further development and the strengthening of these 
organizations, movements and struggles around the 
issues now will determine the course of events in our 
country, the actions of Congress and of the President, 
and will shape the situation for a new alignment and 
a new party.” 


THE WATCHWORDS ARE CARE — AND PATIENCE 


Though the Communists are anxious to form their 
own Labor-Farmer Party, past experience has taught 
them that premature action is disastrous. The January, 
1959 Political Affairs warned of this when it said, 
“In 1948, the Communists made a partial and disastrous 
departure from their policy of working within the 
framework of the two old parties, by the establishment 
of the independent Progressive Party. The formation 
of this party was one of the most serious errors made 
by the Party during the entire period. This isolationist 
policy pulled large numbers of members out of the 
Democratic Party, and most of them never returned; 
it also broke up the Left-Center alliance in countless 
unions.” 


Though the Party has made great advances since 
their abortive attempt at a third Political party in 1948, 
the directives in the Communist Publications indicate 
that the “appropriate political time” has not yet ar- 
rived. They are patient, however, and unless the Amer- 
ican people wake up to their insidious plans, their time 
will come all too soon. 


CAN THE COMMUNIST-LED PARTY BE FAR AWAY? 


How soon the third party will be developed will 
depend largely on the Communists and Leftists ability 
to move our elected officials. As one union official 
was quoted in the Worker (Midwest Edition) Oct. 
30, 1960, “I have never heard so much talk about the 
need for a new party of labor as I have in the last few 
months. If Kennedy doesn’t deliver, there will be a 
lot of Union members calling for a new political 
party.” 

Or, reflect on this quote from the Oct. 23, 1960 
Worker, “From this campaign on, the soil should be 
ready for a third party, a true peoples party formed by 
the classic alliance of labor, farmers and anti-monopoly 
middle class.” 


Only intercessory prayer for our leaders today will 
keep American strong and free tomorrow. 44 


NOVEMBER 25, 1960 
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